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To aid us in making a decision on the value of the Briskin 
technology, it is very important for us to learn as much as we 
can about the present status of the Briskin patents and patent 
applications. Therefore, I would appreciate your devoting a 
major effort, along with whatever assistance is necessary from 
New York, to give us best information possible on the following 
questions by the end of this month; 

1. Definition of exact status of Briskin'patents and 
patent applications, particularly for case numbers 133, 134, 
and 135. 


2.o Comments and opinions on the validity of these patents 
and applications. 


3. Assuming these patents are granted, will they establish 
a strong position in the field of synthetic smoking materials? 
Will it be possible for someone to work around the patent by 
making slight changes in one or more steps of the process? Are 
all the patents process patents or do they cover a product as 
well? 

4. Will these patents prevent our use of carbon in our own 
synthetic formulations? 

5. Does the Briskin process overlap or come under. ICI's 
NSM technology? 

6. Will the Briskin patents prevent patent coverage of 
Dr. Norman Rainer's' process? 


Your assistance in this area is very, much appreciated. 
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